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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-16 and 24-40 been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 17-23 and 41-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 

invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The basis of this rejection is set forth in a two-prong test of: 

(1) whether the invention is within the technological arts; and 

(2) whether the invention produces a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 

For a claimed invention to be statutory, the claimed invention must be within the 
technological arts. Mere ideas in the abstract that do not apply, involve, use, or advance 
the technological arts fail to promote the "progress of science and the useful arts" and 
therefore are found to be non-statutory subject matter. For a process claim to pass 
muster, the recited process must somehow apply, involve, use, or advance the 
technological arts. 

Claim 17-23 and 41-51 do not apply, involve, use, or advance the technological arts 
since all of the recited steps can be performed in the mind of the user or by use a pencil 
and paper. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 17-23, 41-44 and 46-55 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Whitesage (PGPUB 2002/0010686) in view of Fino et al. (Hereafter 
Fino, PGPUB 2003/01 72006) 

Re Claim 17 and 55: Whitesage discloses: A method and medium storing instructions 
for utilizing an agreement modeling system, comprising: receiving an indication of an 
agreement between a party and a counter-party (see pagel, [0006]), the agreement 
including an agreement term associated with a term date (see claim 36); receiving an 
indication of a transaction associated with a transaction date (see claim 34); 
Whitesage does not disclose: receiving an indication of a query date, the query date 
being a date other than the date on which the indication of the query date was received; 
and determining an applicability of the agreement term as of the query date based at 
least in part on the term date, the transaction date and the query date. 
Fino discloses: receiving an indication of a query date (see Fig 5J, contract details as of 
the specified date), the query date being a date other than the date on which the 
indication of the query date was received (i.e. contract details as of the specified dates, 
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see Fig5H); and determining an applicability of the agreement term as of the query date 
based at least in part on the term date, the transaction date and the query date (i.e. 
reviewing the contract, see [0049]) 

Thus it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify the method for agreement modeling system of Whitesage by 
adapting the teaching of Fino to provide the user more options to view the status of his 
contract. 

Re Claim 18: Whitesage further discloses: The method, wherein the term date 
comprises at least one of: (i) a term effective date (see [0080]), (ii) a term expiration 
date, (iii) a term period, or (iv) a term entry date. 

Re Claim 19: Whitesage does not disclose: The method, wherein the query date 
comprises at least one of: (i) a date indicated by a user, or (ii) a date associated with a 
transaction. 

Fino discloses: The method, wherein the query date comprises at least one of: (i) a date 

indicated by a user, or (ii) a date associated with a transaction (see Fig 5H). 

Thus it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 

was made to modify the method for agreement modeling system of Whitesage by 

adapting the teaching of Fino to provide the user more options to view the status of his 

contract. 



Application/Control Number: 09/939,91 1 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3628 

Re Claim 20: Whitesage further discloses: The method, wherein the indication of the 
agreement comprises at least one of: (i) an agreement identifier, (ii) a document 
identifier, (iii) a party entity identifier (see [0040]), (iv) a counter-party identifier, (v) a 
financial instrument identifier, or (vi) a financial product identifier. 
Re Claim 21: Whitesage further discloses: The method, wherein at least one receiving 
comprises receiving information from at least one of: (i) a user (see [0133]), or (ii) a 
satellite system. 

Re Claim 22: Whitesage further discloses: The method, further comprising: transmitting 
an indication of applicability to at least one of: (i) a user(see [0164]), or (ii) a satellite 
system. 

Re Claim 23: Whitesage further discloses: The method, further comprising: transmitting 

an indication associated with a supporting agreement document (see [0064]). 

Re Claim 41 : Whitesage further discloses: The method, further comprising: receiving 

transaction information associated with the transaction and the agreement (see [0129]); 

determining agreement information via an agreement modeling system (see [0148]); 

evaluating the transaction information and the agreement information (see claim 3); and 

generating an indication based on said evaluating (see [0064])! 

Re Claim 42: Whitesage further discloses: The method; wherein said receiving 

comprises receiving the transaction information from at least one of: (i) a user (see 

[0133]), or (ii) a satellite system. 

Re Claim 43: Whitesage further discloses: The method, wherein the satellite system 
comprises at least one of: (i) a business system, (ii) a legal system, (iii) a compliance 
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system, (iv) a credit system (see [0141]), (v) a treasury system, or (vi) an operations 
system. 

Re Claim 44: Whitesage further discloses: The method, wherein the transaction 
information is associated with at least one of: (i) a party entity (see [0061]), (ii) a 
counter-party, (iii) the transaction date, (iv) an agreement date, (v) a financial product, 
or (vi) a monetary amount. 

Re Claim 46: Whitesage does not discloses: The method, wherein the financial 
instrument comprises at least one of: (i) a swap instrument, (ii) an option instrument, (iii) 
a buy instrument, (iv) a sell instrument, (v) a call instrument, (vi) a put instrument, (vii) a 
forward instrument, (viii) a pre-paid forward instrument, (ix) a spot instrument, (x) a 
repurchase agreement instrument, (xi) a loan instrument, (xii) a warrant instrument, and 
(xiii) a contract for differences instrument. 

Fino discloses: The method, wherein the financial instrument comprises at least one of: 
a loan instrument (see [0041]). 

Thus it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify the method for agreement modeling system of Whitesage by 
adapting the teaching of Fino to provide the user more options for financial transactions. 

Re Claim 47: Neither Whitesage nor Fino discloses: The method, wherein the 
agreement information is associated with a covered products matrix. 
However it is well known to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention was made that agreement information can be associated with a covered 
products matrix. 



Application/Control Number: 09/939,91 1 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3628 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Whitesage and Fino to provide a visual option. 

Re Claim 48: The method, wherein the indication comprises at least one of: (i) an 
indication of approval(see [0071]), (ii) an indication of non-approval, (iii) an indication 
that further evaluation is required, and (iv) an indication that an amendment to an 
agreement is required. 

Re Claim 49: The method, wherein said generating comprises transmitting the 

indication to at least one of: (i) a user(see [0164]), and (ii) a satellite system. 

Re Claim 50: The method, wherein the transaction comprises at least one of: (i) a 

pending transaction (see [0188]), and (ii) a completed transaction 

Re Claim 51: The method, wherein said evaluating is performed on at least one of: (i) a 

transaction basis, and (ii) a batch of transactions(see [0061]). 

Re Claim 52: Whitesage further discloses: An apparatus for utilizing an agreement 

modeling system, comprising: a processor (see [0086]); and a storage device in 

communication with said processor and storing instructions adapted to be executed by 

said processor to (see claim 52): receive an indication of an agreement between a party 

and a counter-party (see col 2, [0006]), the agreement including an agreement term 

associated with a term date (see claim 36); receive an indication of a transaction 

associated with a transaction date (see claim 34); 

Fino discloses: receiving an indication of a query date (see Fig 5J, contract details as of 
the specified date), the query date being a date other than the date on which the 
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indication of the query date was received (i.e. contract details as of the specified dates, 
see Fig5H); and determining an applicability of the agreement term as of the query date 
based at least in part on the term date, the transaction date and the query date (i.e. 
reviewing the contract, see [0049]) 

Thus it would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to modify the method for agreement modeling system of Whitesage by 
adapting the teaching of Fino to provide the user more options to view the status of his 
contract. 

Re Claim 53: Whitesage further discloses: The apparatus, wherein said storage device 
further stores an agreement information database (see abstract). 
Re Claim 54: Whitesage further discloses: The apparatus, further comprising: a 
communication device coupled to said processor and adapted to communicate with at 
least one of: (i) a -client device, (ii) an agreement modeling system controller (i.e. a 
system administrator see [0065]), (iii) a satellite system, and (iv) a counter-party device. 

5. Claim 45 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Whitesage in view of Fino as applied to claim 44, and further in view of Huberman 
(USPAT 5,826,244). 

Neither Whitesage nor Fino discloses: The method, wherein the financial product 
comprises at least one of: (i) an equity product, (ii) a stock product, (iii) an index 
product, (iv) a fixed income product, (v) a bond product, (vi) a bank loan product, (vii) a 
whole loan product, (viii) an interest rate product, (ix) a credit derivative product, (x) a 
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commodity product, (xi) a metal product, (xii) a energy product, and (xiii) an agriculture 
product. 

Huberman discloses: The method, wherein the financial product comprises at least one 
of: a commodity product (see column 19, lines 3-4) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the system of Whitesage and Fino by adapting the teaching of 
Huberman to provide user with more options for financial products. 



CONCLUSION 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ankeeta Shah whose telephone number is (703)305- 
0853. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung Sough can be reached on (703)308-0505. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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